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The Washington Post,

Sen. Emest F Hollmgq, in hig No A
piece [“We Don't Need ‘Thid Missile”], seéims {4 5;,i::
{iappreciate the fact that the United States faces: é, B
P ':sonous mxhtary imbalance with the Soviet Uniorie
Howcver, in. recommending cancellation “of. lhéﬁ ;

Y. eapability of our strategic trin oy
» Over the last two decades, this nation fm main. .
" tained a stable deterrent by meand of 4 strong strate-,

ings, challenges th per's survivability |
3 1MX/Peacekéeper . project, he ‘does not appear; tom in CSB. charging that the Soviets could avoid the ef-d ")
- undetstand one of the chief sources of that imbal.’ - 3%, fecta of nirclear fratricide by means of earth-penetrat:, ,‘
: ; ‘ fince~the: -gerious - weakoning  of , thc deterrent; Hglng )\:mrheuds, ‘ot tho simultancous detdnation of large.

ds. He also charges that the ch:%ta could pre-

f gic ttiad consisting of.Jand:based ICBMs, manned..
31 bombers and submarine-launched, hallistic.missil
\' The uniqué characteristics of these tnud componen

& bolster deterrence by actin 3; in concert to complicate,
. Soviet attack Elm‘mmg and hedge against a possible

"+ technological breakthrough that could threaten the
vmbnlxty of any single strategic system. Unfortimate-’
ly. over the last several years, the:Soviets, have. dex,
* ployed fiewland-bascd ‘strategic. missiles’ of ‘such
{_-quality and in such quantity as to seriously jeopard-.
1" z¢ the survivability of the ICBM leg of the triad. I
ddition to this survivability problem, dmmutxc inté-
rovements in the “hardness”. of critical Soviet mili-3
tary assets also have reduced the ffecﬂveness ur
urrent: ICBM force.’

", Itds tHiese fun damcn&l weaknesses Intout ¢ deterrent
mpablhty that the Peacekeepér missile, deployed tn Py
** olodely’ spaced basing (CSB) mode,. rectifies.. Unlike,
gur ewrrerit Minuteman ICBM force wlnoh—&contrary
» .' t6: Hollings' assertion—docs not "have an’ effecti
:; hard target mpabnhty, thig Pedcekeeper Will bé able {6

'retaliate effectively against the full range of hxgh Valde,
ié‘. Sovict strategic weaponry, including .that weaponry:

+“hardened” {to withstand blast) and requiring prompt;
¢ response. Ina CSB (deployment, the Peacekecpe:‘ nlso
. ~—again, contrary to Hollings' assertion=will"poss
;" the ability to survive-a Soviet first strike. B rﬁlgmhﬁ

these -iwo _important characteristics. to”the "ICBM:;
* forca, the Peacekeeper will reducé the curresit imb
" ance and bolster deterrence, Moving:In the directi
¢ of a strategic dyad of bombem nnd submnnnm, a8,
vy Hollings' arhcle appears to sugpest, i not ‘an answer:
- lo the growmg y\eo.lmessm inour delcrrent capnblhty,

*19803

weapons destroy the Peacckeeper missiles (pindown
d that CSB silos cannot be hardened to the,lcve!é

required to make the system effective, ; :

A wide range of expefts, both in and outs de {h

vaemmcnt, examined these and .many othe
ues’ In mmute demll over - the last -sever

aCSB eployment, iFa

'ess of their -force; ~agairist CSB ‘by.. the lat

“tacks with
the Sovxets no confidenca of success;,

wchnologml program; might be ablé to develop an
eploy highly accurate, earth-penetrating weapons or
bther advanced concepts by the mid- " to late 1990s..”
owevet, a number of enhancerment options (simple¥
countermeastires; ‘deceptive basing, . ballistic” missil
defense, or deep underground basing) could provxd
‘ah effectivé counter to Soviot efforts, In fact, counter:
easurés -against earth penetrators would be ‘rela.
‘lively inexpensive and so simple_ that the Sovxcm ;
probably would not try this approach; .
& “Pindown,” while theoretmlly pomble. i not a.
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ets dould seek' to Impr

deploymg vety large-yield weapons, but al
such weapons would be:risky ‘and give:

d Soviets, by means of an expensivé and ris

W q,nnAs the views of ti‘:ese experts in
3R

.Jtecommendnhon—cost-effectwe means of deploy<ii|:

v Clrity'requires that we wasta ito Lime in moving i
-from . the :laboratory. to. the- field; sWhere‘xts full »

117 Thd lssues'ws. face

fsume, & lmgc portion of the Soviet stmteglc forco
hout destroyirig a single missil; and . )

alt ;lw, posmble to build silm-hardcnnd tovlh
levels nécessary to make o CSB system ofTective,
since. the task does not mvolve thc development of 4
new. tcchnologyl e

tlicate, we' hay
CSB:a gurviyablé, flexiblo and=—at nearly hal
.the-.expense of .the' previoui” administration’

ing the.deterrence-essential -Peacekecper missilel: « |+
Some have argued that the Peacekeeper should b
;mnmtmned only a3 a:research, and .developmen
program. ‘This response to the strateglc problen
we faco is, both.madequale and unnecessary,.Th
eacekeeper {a-a thoroughly fesearched ‘and. full
capable deterrent system. Ad sich, the national se-1

i:deterrence potential will be foulized, ; By %
loduyarqlnghyco' lex.'[’hns.
I "especially” brué ‘of those, faues affectmf1 war and ",

Al peacs: Because the Peacekeeper is one sucl lssue, we "

:cannot afford to’consider its merits lightly nor come .
10 ‘easyy conclusions without'a careful examination of -
the facts, In the weeks ahead, this-administration wﬂ!
ake available to Congress and the people of this na. - -
n the full rango of facts on'the Peacckeeper and .
closely spaced basing. I af conficlent that if due con-, ol
dideration is given to theso fncu;, MX/CSB wdl recexve
the strong support it warrants, ©

*““hé writer is secretary of defense.




